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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1, 3-4, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Perala 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,828,750). 

Referring to claim 1, Perala discloses a secured wireless handset (abstract, "handset stays 
securely"), comprising: 

a wireless handset (abstract and col. 1, lines 28-45); 

a cradle for holding the wireless handset (abstract and col. 1, lines 28-45, "rack"); 
a first attachment to secure the wireless handset to the cradle (col. 1, lines 28-45, "lock"); and 
a second attachment to secure the cradle to a communication site (col. 1, lines 28-65, "rack can 
be attached by its rear side to the dashboard" ). 

Referring to claim 3, Perala discloses the secured wireless handset of claim 1, wherein 
the wireless handset includes a removable battery cover and the first attachment is secured to the 
internal surface of the removable battery cover (fig. 1-4, and col. 1, lines 28-65). 

Referring to claim 4, Perala discloses the secured wireless handset of claim 1, wherein 
the wireless handset includes a removable battery cover or battery and the first attachment is 
secured to the external surface of the removable battery cover or battery (fig. 1-4, and col. 1, 
lines 28-65). 
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Regarding claim 1 1, Perala discloses the secured wireless handset of claim 1, wherein the 
second attachment includes the cradle vehicle installation hardware (Perala, col. 1, lines 10-45). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2, and 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perala 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,828,750), in view of Ryczek (U.S. Patent No. 6,659,382 B2). 

Referring to claim 2, Perala does not disclose the wireless handset is a cell phone. 

Ryczek discloses cell phones secured in a rack (figs. 1-4, and col. 1, lines 15-30) 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the 
teachings of Ryczek into that of Perala for the purpose of allowing the user to secure his/her cell 
phone in a cradle while driving. 

Regarding claim 9, the combination of Perala/Ryczek disclose the secured wireless 
handset of claim 2, wherein the cradle uses a latch to secure the wireless handset onto the cradle, 
wherein the first attachment obstructs the latch to secure the wireless handset to the cradle 
(Perala, col. 1, lines 30-40). 

Referring to claim 10, the combination of Perala/Ryczek discloses the secured wireless 
handset of claim 9, wherein the first attachment includes a security block to obstruct the 
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movement of the latch, wherein the latch releases by the removal of the security block (Perala, 
col. 1, lines 30-65). 

5. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perala (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,828,750), in view of Ryczek (U.S. Patent No. 6,659,382 B2), and further in view of 
Curley, Jr, et al (U.S. Pub. No. 2003/0152442 Al). 

Referring to claim 8, the combination of Perala/Ryczek disclose the secured wireless 
handset of claim 2. 

The combination of Perala/Ryczek does not disclose the first attachment includes a T-nut 
secured on the back of the wireless handset, a through hole in the cradle, a threaded bolt threaded 
through the through hole in the cradle into the T-nut to secure the wireless handset to the cradle. 

Curley discloses that a T-nut fastener is used to bolt down materials (abstract, and 
paragraphs 003, 0026, "T-nut"). 

It would have been to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify the system of Perala/Ryczek by incorporating the teachings of Curley into that of 
Perala/Ryczek, for the purpose of the making a strong attachment. 

6. Claims 5 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perala 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,828,750), in view of Curley, Jr, et al (U.S. Pub. No. 2003/0152442 Al). 

Referring to claim 5, Perala discloses the secured wireless handset of claim 1. 
Perala does not specifically disclose the first attachment includes a T-nut and a matching 
threaded bolt. 



Application/Control Number: 10/788,561 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2687 

Curley discloses that a T-nut fastener is used to bolt down materials (abstract, and 
paragraphs 003, 0026, "T-nut"). 

It would have been to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify the handset of Perala by incorporating the teachings of Curley into that of Perala, for the 
purpose of the making a strong attachment. 

Referring to claim 7, the combination of Perala/Curley disclose the secured wireless 
handset of claim 5. 

The combination of Perala/Curley does not specifically describe the first attachment 
includes a first through hole in the cradle, a second through hole in the battery cover, wherein the 
barrel of the T-nut is inserted through the second through hole and held onto the internal surface 
of the battery cover, wherein a threaded bolt threads into the T-nut to secure the wireless handset 
to the cradle. The combination of Perala/Curley teaches the secure attachments of the cradle and 
the handset utilizing the T-nuts and latches. 

It would have been obvious design choice to modify the system of Perala/Curley by 
allowing the first attachment to include a first through hole in the cradle, a second through hole 
in the battery cover, wherein the barrel of the T-nut is inserted through the second through hole 
and held onto the internal surface of the battery cover, wherein a threaded bolt threads into the T- 
nut to secure the wireless handset to the cradle, since the applicant has not disclosed that having 
the specific holes solves any stated problems or is for any particular purpose. 
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7. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perala (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,828,750), in view of Curley, Jr, et al (U.S. Pub. No. 2003/0152442 Al), and further in 
view of Kfoury (U.S. Patent No. 6397046 Bl). 

Regarding claim 6, the combination of Perala/Curley disclose the secured wireless 
handset of claim 5. 

The combination of Perala/Curley does not disclose the use of adhesive materials to 
secure the T-nut to the wireless handset. 

Kfoury disclose the use of adhesive materials to secure the T-nut to devices (col. 2, lines 

9-21). 

It would have been to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify the handset of Perala/Curley by incorporating the teachings of Kfoury into that of 
Perala/Curley, for the purpose of the making a strong attachment. 

8. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perala (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,828,750), in view of Holmes et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,636,749 B2). 

Regarding claim 12, Perala discloses the secured wireless handset of claim 1. 

Perala does not specifically disclose the designated communication site is at a vehicle, a 
boat, and fixed housing. 

Holmes discloses the designated communication site is at a vehicle, a boat, and fixed 
housing (col. 3, line 65 through col. 4, line 40). 
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It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to modify the system of Perala by incorporating the teachings of Holmes into that of Perala, for 
the purpose of allowing the user to secure his/her handset at a boat, in a car or at home. 

9. Claims 13, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perala (U.S. Patent No. 5,828,750), in view of Peiker (U.S. Patent No. 6,269,258 Bl). 

Referring to claim 13, Perala discloses a method of securing a wireless handset to a 
communication site (abstract, "handset stays securely"), comprising; 

securing a wireless handset to a cradle through a first attachment so that the wireless handset is 
not freely removable from the cradle without disassembling the first attachment between the 
wireless handset and the cradle (col. 1, lines 28-45, "rack", "lock", "latch", "removed . . . only 
when the locking is released"). 

Perala further discloses that the rack (cradle) is attached by its rear side to the dashboard 
of a car (col.l, lines 60-67). 

Perala does not specifically disclose securing the cradle to the communication site 
through a second attachment so that the cradle is not freely removable from the communication 
site without disassembling the second attachment from the communication site. 

In the same field of endeavor, Peiker discloses the cradle to the communication site so 
that the cradle is not freely removable from the communication site without disassembling the 
second attachment from the communication site (abstract, and col. 1, lines 9-65, "holder . . . 
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screwed to the side wall", note that the only way to remove the holder would be to disassemble it 
by taking the screw out). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to modify the method of Perala by incorporating the teachings of Peiker into that of Perala, for 
the purpose of securing the cradle into the communication site so that it does not* get displaced 
easily. 

Regarding claim 17, the combination of Perala/Peiker disclose the method of claim 13, 
wherein the second attachment includes using the cradle vehicle installation hardware (Perala, 
col. 1, lines 10-45). 

Regarding claim 18, the combination of Perala/Peiker disclose the method of claim 13, 
wherein the securing of the wireless handset to the cradle through the first attachment includes 
using a latch on the cradle to secure the wireless handset onto the cradle and obstructing the 
release mechanism of the latch (Perala, col. 1, lines 30-65). 

Regarding claim 19, the combination of Perala/Peiker disclose the method of claim 18, 
wherein the obstructing of the release mechanism of the latch includes inserting a security block 
into an opening adjacent to the latch to obstruct the movement of the latch (Perala, col. 1, lines 
30-65). 
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10. Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perala (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,828,750), in view of Peiker (U.S. Patent No. 6,269,258 Bl), and further in view of 
Curley (U.S. Pub. No. 2003/0152442 Al). 

Regarding claim 14, the combination of Perala/Peiker disclose the method of claim 13. 

The combination of Perala/Peiker does not disclose securing of the wireless handset to 
the cradle through the first attachment includes securing a T-nut to the wireless handset and 
threading a threaded bolt into the T-nut. 

Curley discloses that a T-nut fastener is used to bolt down materials (abstract, and 
paragraphs 003, 0026, "T-nut"). 

It would have been to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify the method of Perala/Peiker by incorporating the teachings of Curley into that of 
Perala/Peiker, for the purpose of the making a strong attachment. 

Regarding claim 15, the combination of Perala/Peiker disclose the method of claim 13. 

The combination of Perala/Peiker does not specifically disclose the securing of the 
wireless handset to the cradle through the first attachment includes drilling a first through hole in 
the cradle, drilling a second through hole in the battery cover, inserting the barrel of a T-nut 
through the second through hole and securing the T-nut onto the internal surface of the battery 
cover, and threading a threaded bolt through the first through hole into the T-nut. 

Curley discloses that a T-nut fastener is used to bolt down materials (abstract, and 
paragraphs 003, 0026, "T-nut"). 
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It would have been to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify the method of Perala/Peiker by incorporating the teachings of Curley into that of 
Perala/Peiker, and therefore allowing the method of Perala/Peiker to secure the wireless handset 
to the cradle through the first attachment includes drilling a first-through hole in the cradle, 
drilling a second through hole in the battery cover, inserting the barrel of a T-nut through the 
second through hole and securing the T-nut onto the internal surface of the battery cover, and 
threading a threaded bolt through the first through hole into the T-nut, for the purpose of the 
making a strong attachment. 

Regarding claim 16, the combination of Perala/Peiker disclose the method of claim 13. 

The combination of Perala/Peiker does not disclose the securing of the wireless handset 
to the cradle through the first attachment includes drilling a first through hole in the cradle, 
securing the T-nut onto the external surface of the battery cover or battery, and threading a 
threaded bolt through the first through hole into the T-nut. 

Curley discloses that a T-nut fastener is used to bolt down materials (abstract, and 
paragraphs 003, 0026, "T-nut"). 

It would have been to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify the method of Perala/Peiker by incorporating the teachings of Curley into that of 
Perala/Peiker, and therefore allowing the method of Perala/Peiker securing of the wireless 
handset to the cradle through the first attachment includes drilling a first through hole in the 
cradle, securing the T-nut onto the external surface of the battery cover or battery, and threading 
a threaded bolt through the first through hole into the T-nut, for the purpose of the making a 
strong attachment. 
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Conclusion 



1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 



12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fred A. Casca whose telephone number is (571) 272-7918. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 9 to 5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lester Kincaid, can be reached at (571) 272-7922, The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Marvin U.S. Patent No. 5,491,194 B2 discloses a mobile telephone holder for a 



vehicle. 



LESTER G. KINCAID 
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